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Santa Fe Trail began to be displaced by the
Oregon Trail and then the trans-national
failroads. By the late 19th Century, New Mex-
ico had, once again, been relegated to a
‘‘frontier.’’

Nonetheless, New Mexico has thrived in
spite of its struggle to recapture its former
place in our national framework. It has slowly
begun to turn the tide at the same time that
it has hung onto a treasured way of life
steeped in cultural tradition. To this day,
many—if not most—of the Hispanic commu-
nities in my district still hold their annual fies-
tas celebrating nearly a half-millenium of New
Mexican religious traditions and beliefs. The
Santa Fe Fiesta—the oldest continuing festival
in our country—draws thousands of visitors
every year. Family and community life and val-
ues sustain our communities. And cultural tra-
ditions and institutions are everywhere.

This blending of cultures that occurred in
New Mexico has followed the general pattern
of what occurred throughout New Spain—and,
indeed, throughout the sphere of Spanish in-
fluence in the New World. While there were
many hostile conflicts during that process,
what cannot be disputed is that the accommo-
dation of ‘‘Old World’’ ideas and culture to the
‘‘New World’’ was nowhere as complete as
within the limits of the Spanish Empire. Almost
nowhere else in our country did so many Na-
tive American communities manage to survive
their contact with the settlers of European her-
itage. Throughout the Hispanic world the per-
vasiveness of the Spanish-flavored outlook of
this new blending of cultures led to the appli-
cation of the term ‘‘la Raza.’’ While this term
has often been translated as ‘‘the Race,’’ this
literalist translation misses the meaning—be-
cause the term is a predominantly cultural, not
racial or ethnic reference. And it is a term—
like its contemporary English twin ‘‘His-
panic’’—that expresses pride in those whose
cultural tradition incorporates this blending of
cultures under the auspices of the world view
inherited from not only the first Spanish set-
tlers of the New World, but also of the peoples
who joined them in expanding and broadening
that world view.

So while New Mexico has its own unique
place in the history and culture of Hispanics,
it also shares so much in common with those
other parts of the Western Hemisphere that
evolved and developed under the same proc-
ess. We celebrate that richness during His-
panic Heritage Month every year. It is only fit-
ting. We must recognize and embrace the part
of our national heritage that not only rep-
resents a coming together of so many cul-
tures, but that continues to embrace and wel-
come those who want to enlarge their world.
And so New Mexico, as one stirring example
of the history and culture of Hispanics—a mo-
saic where various cultural ingredients inter-
mingle and complement each other, while
often retaining a basic identity—serves as a
model for the highest ideals of our society.

Let us then look toward the future during
this time of celebration and recognition of His-
panics. As opportunities begin to multiply in
new and advanced fields, we must assure that
Hispanics are afforded the education and
training that will allow them to continue to con-
tribute in much-need ways to our society. And
in New Mexico, let us share our pride in our
Hispanic heritage. We are living proof that
people from different backgrounds can work
together for common goals. I join all my col-

leagues in celebrating Hispanic Heritage
Month from September 15 to October 15.
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Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, last

week the Indian Prime Minister spoke in this
very chamber to a joint session of Congress.
In addition, he will meet with several American
leaders, including President Clinton and per-
haps both major-party Presidential candidates.
When he meets with these leaders, they must
bring up the issue of human rights and self-
determination.

India claims to be a democracy, but in truth
there is no democracy in India. It is a militant
Hindu fundamentalist state. Christians, Sikhs,
Muslims, Dalits, and other minorities suffer se-
vere oppression and atrocities at the hands of
Hindu fundamentalists.

Just last month, a priest in India was kid-
napped, tortured, and paraded through town
naked by militant Hindu nationalists. The In-
dian government has refused to register a
complaint against the kidnappers. This is the
latest act in a campaign of terror against
Christians that has been going on since
Christmas of 1998. This campaign has seen
the murders of priests, 5 of which were be-
headed; rape of nuns, Hindu militants burning
a missionary and his two sons to death in their
van, the destruction of schools and prayer
halls, and other anti-Christian atrocities. Most
of these activities have been carried out by al-
lies of the government or people affiliated with
organizations under the umbrella of the RSS,
the parent organization of the ruling BJP,
which was founded in support of Fascism.

And its not just Christians, where more than
200,000 have been murdered in Nagaland
since 1947, who are in danger in India. Over
250,000 Sikhs have been murdered since
1984, and well over 70,000 Kashmiri Muslims
since 1988, as well as tens of thousands of
other minorities by Indian security forces. We
cannot accept this kind of brutality and tyranny
from a government that claims to be demo-
cratic.

Last year, India denied the U.N. Special
Rapporteurs on torture and extrajudicial
killings permission to visit the country. And
since the 1970’s, Amnesty International &
other human rights groups have been barred
from areas in India. Even Cuba allows Am-
nesty in! In 1999 Human Rights Watch issued
their annual report that noted, ‘‘Despite gov-
ernment claims that ‘normalcy’ has returned to
Kashmir, Indian troops in the state continue to
carry out summary executions, disappear-
ances, rape and torture’’. (Human Rights
Watch Report; India: Human Rights Abuses
Fuel Conflict, July 1, 1999.)

And, while the Prime Minister talks today
about a strong relationship with the U.S., just
last year his Defense Minister led a meeting
with Cuba, China, Iraq, Serbia, Russia, and
Libya to construct a security alliance. The In-
dian Express quoted the Defense Minister in
explaining that this security alliance was in-
tended ‘‘to stop the U.S.’’

India is not a country to be trusted. India in-
troduced the nuclear arms race to South Asia,

it supported the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan
and it votes against us in the United Nations.
Its time that India clean up its human rights
violations and ends its anti-Americanism. And,
let Kashmir determine its own fate as it was
promised nearly 50 years ago to by offering a
referendum for self-determination. If it is a de-
mocracy, it should let its own people vote on
their future.

Mr. Speaker, a bipartisan group of 17 Mem-
bers of Congress, including myself, have writ-
ten a letter to President Clinton urging him to
press the Prime Minister on issues of self-de-
termination for Khalistan, human rights, and
release of political prisoners. I’d like to submit
a copy of the letter into the RECORD, as well
as a press release from the Council of
Khalistan that sheds more light on the issue.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC, September 12, 2000.

Hon. BILL CLINTON,
President of the United States,
The White House, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Indian Prime Min-
ister Atal Bihari VaJpayee will be visiting
you from September 13 to September 17. It is
important that you press him on the issue of
the persecution of Christians, Sikhs, Mus-
lims, and other minorities by the Indian gov-
ernment.

Press Trust of India reported on August 25
that a Christian priest in Gujarat was kid-
napped, tortured, and paraded through town
naked. This attack was not an isolated inci-
dent. Since Christmas 1998, priests have been
murdered, nuns have been raped, a mis-
sionary and his two sons were burned to
death in their van by members of the RSS,
which is the parent organization of the rul-
ing BJP, schools and prayer halls have been
attacked and destroyed. Yet the Indian gov-
ernment refuses to take any action against
the people who perpetrate these atrocities.

During your trip to India, 35 Sikhs were
murdered in the village of Chithi Singhpora,
Kashmir. The Ludhiana-based International
Human Rights Organization investigated
this and separately the Movement Against
State Repression and the Punjab Human
Rights Organization conducted an investiga-
tion. Both of these investigations have prov-
en that the Indian government carried out
this massacre. The Indian government has
admitted that the five Muslims they killed
on the claim that they were responsible for
the massacre were innocent. Now they have
arrested two more people, claiming that they
were responsible for this massacre. Yet de-
spite the fact that so-called ‘‘militant’’
groups almost always claim responsibility
for incidents they are responsible for, nobody
has emerged to claim responsibility for the
killings in Chithi Singhpora.

The Politics of Genocide by Indejit Singh
Jaijee reports that the Indian government
has murdered more than 250,000 Sikhs since
1984. These figures were derived from figures
put out by the Punjab State Magistracy.
India has also killed more than 200,000 Chris-
tians in Nagaland since 1947, over 70,000
Kashmiri Muslims since 1988, and tens of
thousands of Dalits, Assamese, Tamils,
Manipuris, and others. According to Am-
nesty International, there are thousands of
political prisoners being held in illegal de-
tention without charge or trial in ‘‘the
world’s largest democracy.’’

India is a hostile country. Last year the In-
dian Defense Minister led a meeting with
Cuba, China, Iraq, Serbia, Russia, and Libya
to construct a security alliance ‘‘to stop the
U.S.’’ India openly supported the Soviet in-
vasion of Afghanistan. It tested five nuclear
warheads, beginning the nuclear arms race
to South Asia. And it refuses to allow the
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Sikhs, Kashmiris, Christians, and other mi-
nority nations and peoples decide their own
political future in a free and fair vote, as
democratic countries do. America has re-
peatedly granted this opportunity to Puerto
Rico and Canada has permitted Quebec to do
so. Why can’t the ‘‘world’s largest democ-
racy’’ settle these issues the democratic
way?

America is the bastion of freedom for the
world. We cannot accept this kind of bru-
tality and tyranny from a government that
claims to be democratic. We call on you to
press Prime Minister Vajpayee on the issues
of human rights and self-determination for
Khanistan, Christian Nagalim, Kashmir, and
all the minority nations and peoples living
under Indian rule.

Sincerely,
Edolphus Towns, Donald M. Payne,

Wally Herger, Lincoln Diaz-Balart,
Cynthia McKinney, Dan Burton, James
Traficant, John T. Doolittle, James
Rogan, James Oberstar, Peter King,
Roscoe Bartlett, Randy ‘‘Duke’’
Cunningham, Eni F.H. Faleomavaega,
Philip M. Crane, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen,
George P. Radanovich.

[Press Release Council of Khalistan]
U.S. CONGRESS: INDIA IS A ‘‘HOSTILE

COUNTRY’’

LETTER URGES PRESIDENT TO PRESS INDIAN
PRIME MINISTER ON SELF-DETERMINATION
FOR KHALISTAN, HUMAN RIGHTS, RELEASE OF
POLITICAL PRISONERS

Washington, D.C., September 13, 2000—A
bipartisan group of 17 Members of the U.S.
Congress have written a letter to President
Clinton urging him to press Indian Prime
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee, who arrives
for a state visit today, on issues of self-deter-
mination for Khalistan, human rights,
andrelease of political prisoners. The letter
called India ‘‘a hostile country.’’

‘‘We call on you to press Prime Minister
Vajpayee on the issues of human rights and
self-determination for Khalistan, Christian
Nagalim, Kashmir, and all the minority na-
tions and peoples living under Indian rule,’’
the Members of Congress wrote. The Mem-
bers noted the recent incident in which a
priest in Gujarat was kidnapped, tortured,
and dragged naked through the streets. This
incident is part of a pattern of repression
against Christians that has been going on
since Christmas 1998, they noted. They also
took note of the massacre of 35 Sikhs in
Chithi Singhpora during the President’s visit
to India in March, which two independent in-
vestigations have proven was carried out by
the Indian government. They wrote about
the murders of over 250,000 Sikhs since 1984,
over 70,000 Muslims since 1988, more than
200,000 Christians in Nagaland since 1947, and
tens of thousands of other minorities by the
Indian government. ‘‘We cannot accept this
kind of brutality and tyranny from a govern-
ment that claims to be democratic,’’ they
wrote.

They also wrote, ‘‘India is a hostile coun-
try. Last year the Indian Defense Minister
led a meeting with Cuba, China, Iraq, Serbia,
Russia, and Libya to construct a security al-
liance ‘to stop the U.S.,’’ they noted. They
also wrote that India introduced the nuclear
arms race to South Asia and that it sup-
ported the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan.

The lead sponsor of the letter was Rep-
resentative Edolphus Towns (D-NY). Other
co-signers include Representative Wally
Herger (R-Cal.); Representative Donald M.
Payne (D-NJ); Representative Lincoln Diaz-
Balart (R-Fla.); Representative Cynthia
McKinney (D-Ga.); Representative Roscoe
Bartlett (R-Md.); Representative Dan Burton

(R-Ind.), chairman of the Government Re-
form and Oversight Committee; Representa-
tive Randy (Duke) Cunningham (R-Cal.);
Representative James Traficant (D-Ohio);
Representative Eni F.H. Faleomavaega (D-
American Samoa); Representative John T.
Doolittle (R-Cal.); Representative Philip M.
Crane (R-Ill.); Representative James Rogan
(R-Cal.); Representative Ileana Ros-Lehtinen
(R-Fla.); Representative James Oberstar (D-
Minn.); Representative George P. Radano-
vich (R-Cal.); and Representative Peter King
(R-NY).

Indian security forces have murdered over
250,000 Sikhs since 1984, according to figures
compiled by the Punjab State Magistracy
and human-rights organizations. These fig-
ures were published in The Politics of Geno-
cide by Inderjit Singh Jaijee. About 50,000
Sikh political prisoners are rotting in Indian
jails without charge or trial. Many have been
in illegal custody since 1984. India is in gross
violation of international law. Since 1984,
India has engaged in a campaign of ethnic
cleansing in which about 50,000 Sikhs were
murdered by the police and secretly cre-
mated, according to Justice Ajit Singh
Bains, chairman of the Punjab Human
Rights Organization, in an interview broad-
cast on ‘‘Ankhila Punjab’’ radio in Toronto,
Canada. The Indian Supreme Court described
this campaign as ‘‘worse than a genocide.’’

‘‘On behalf of half a million Sikhs in the
United States, I would like to thank Con-
gressman Towns and every Member who
signed this letter,’’ said Dr. Gurmit Singh
Aulakh, President of the Council of
Khalistan, the government pro tempore of
Khalistan, the Sikh homeland that declared
its independence from India on October 7,
1987. ‘‘We thank our friends in both parties
for their support for freedom in South Asia.
This letter can help focus the attention of
the United States and India on the impor-
tant democratic values of self-determination
and human rights,’’ he said. ‘‘The willingness
of these Members of Congress to call India a
hostile country also advances freedom in
South Asia by helping to frustrate India’s
drive for hegemony in the region,’’ he said.
He predicted that ‘‘the breakup of India
draws closer every day and Khalistan will be
free in this decade.’’
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STUDENT CONGRESSIONAL TOWN
MEETING

HON. BERNARD SANDERS
OF VERMONT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 19, 2000

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the outstanding work done by par-
ticipants in my Student Congressional Town
Meeting held this summer. These participants
were part of a group of high school students
from around Vermont who testified about the
concerns they have as teenagers, and about
what they would like to see the government do
regarding these concerns.

I submit these statements in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, as I believe that the views of
these young persons will benefit my col-
leagues.

HON. BERNARD SANDERS IN THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

ON BEHALF OF HEATHER MOYLAN, GEORGE (BUD)
VANA, IV AND MATTHEW JENNESS

REGARDING GENDER REQUIREMENT IN
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION—MAY 26, 2000

HEATHER MOYLAN: Today we would like
to propose that new legislation be introduced

regarding gender equity, legislation that
would repeal any sections of affirmative ac-
tion that make reference to gender in the
workplace. Affirmative action is defined as
actions taken to provide equal opportunities
as an admission for employment for minor-
ity groups or women.

Traditionally society has dominated by the
male gender. Today, however, advancements
have been made for women in regards to
jobs, sports and education. Affirmative ac-
tion legislation and its close cousin, Title 9
have had a lot of important and beneficial
progress for women in all of their endeavors.
In most cases quality is already a reality.
Statistics show in some cases there is a fe-
male advantage and of course there is still
progress to be made. The legislation and en-
forcement by the government, once crucial,
has run its course. The American people
have become accustomed to gender equality.

States have created their own legislation.
Institutions and public and private sectors
have their own regulations, and in summary
the law has done all that it can do. The dan-
ger now exists that the law may be abused
with so-called reverse discrimination suits.

MATTHEW JENNESS: Last night I went
out and I found information to back this up;
with looking at the job rate between male
and female and I found that the participa-
tion rate percentage was in 1948, 32 percent
female and 86.9 percent male. In 1979, 50 per-
cent female and 78 percent male, and in this
year, 2000, 75 percent male and 60 percent fe-
male. So from that I figure that a 60 per-
cent—there is a pretty good margin there, it
is close, and the ten percent may be people
who chose to be—females choosing to take
traditional roles in the family.

GEORGE VANA, IV: I get to show you
some stuff, I guess. Now this is a graph of
high school attendance percentage. These
are 14- and 15-year-olds. This right here is
the male bar and that represents 80.2 percent
attendance and this represents female at-
tendance which is 85.6 percent, and this is I
guess preliminary to what we are getting to
here.

CONGRESSMAN SANDERS: So that chart
shows there are more girls in high school
than boys.

GEORGE VANA, IV: This is college enroll-
ment and it is the same trend basically. 41.7
percent of 18- and 19-year-old males attend
college, and I guess it is 51.3 percent of fe-
males, age 18 to 19 years old attend college.
These are based on the United States Census
Bureau. And then we are also going to look
at male versus female education accomplish-
ments, and you can see here that education
attainment which basically signifies some
degree of some sort is much, much higher
nowadays within females. These are numbers
in the thousands, 46,888,000 females now at-
tain higher educational status compared to
29,343,000 males. And current college enroll-
ment, also in the millions, is we have about
6,905,000 males in college right now as op-
posed to 8,641,000 females, so a gap exists now
I guess and that would almost be in favor of
females where affirmative action legislation
many years ago served to increase these
numbers.

HON. BERNARD SANDERS IN THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

ON BEHALF OF FALINDA HOUGH, DANIELLE
MORGAN AND WENDY PRATT

REGARDING HOUSING FOR TEEN MOTHERS—MAY
26, 2000

WENDY PRATT: My name is Wendy and
we are teen moms, young mothers who have
a lot of problems with housing, and we would
like it if we had a program for us to work
through to get help with getting housing for
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